CONTRIBUTIONS TO "THE EXAMINER3'      QI

examine the word indefeasible^ with which some writers of
late have made themselves so merry: I confess it is hard to
conceive, how any law which the supreme power makes,
may not by the same power be repealed : so that I shall not
determine, whether the Queen's right be indefeasible or no.
But this I will maintain, that whoever affirms it so, is not
guilty of a crime. For in that settlement of the crown after
the Revolution, where her present Majesty is named in
remainder,1 there are (as near as I can remember) these re-
markable words, " to which we bind ourselves and our
posterity for ever." Lawyers may explain this, or call them
words of form, as they please: and reasoners may argue that
such an obligation is against the very nature of government ;
but a plain reader, who takes the words in their natural
meaning, may be excused, in thinking a right so confirmed,
is indefeasible; and if there be an absurdity in such an
opinion, he is not to answer for it.

P.S. When this paper was going to the press, the printer
brought me two more Observators? wholly taken up in my
Examiner upon lying, which I was at the pains to read \
and they are just such an answer, as the two others
I have mentioned. This is all I have to say on that
matter.

1                                    The reference here is to the Bill of Rights (i William and Mary,
Sess. 2, c. 2), where it is said : "And thereunto the said Lords spiritual
and temporal and Commons do, in the name of all the people aforesaid,
most humbly and faithfully submit themselves, their heirs and posteri-
ties, for ever."  In the recital in the Act of Settlement (12 and 13
W. III. c. 2) the words "for ever" are omitted.   [T. S.]

2                                        "The Observator" of November nth and i$th (vol. ix., Nos. 86
and 87).   In No. 86 "The Examiner" is given "a spiritual shove/'
and? quoting his statement that a political liar * * ought to have but a
short memory" to meet occasions "of differing from himself, and
swearing to both sides of a contradiction," adds, "the ( Examiner' has
this essential qualification of a political liar."   It is amusing to find in
the same issue "The Observator " calling Jezebel a Tory, and Elijah
and Naboth, Whigs !  [T. S.]